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placement of a State prison near Coalinga—a
$36 million industry—the development of a 40-
acre industrial park, and the building of an $8
million airport facility.

I am certain Coalinga will continue to per-
severe and to prosper into the future. It has 90
years of history to call on when facing the
challenges of the years to come.
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A TRIBUTE TO ROMAN MYCYK

HON. LUIS V. GUTIERREZ
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, March 29, 1996

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to pay tribute to an individual who spent his
life serving the people of the Ukraine and the
people of Chicago. Roman Mycyk was one of
the founders of the Self-reliance Ukrainian
Federal Credit Union, which was chartered on
July 2, 1951. He served as president of the
Board of Directors, bringing leadership to the
members of the Self-reliance FCU.

The Self-reliance FCU has 12,660 members
and assets totaling more than 187 million dol-
lars. Roman Mycyk’s leadership touched the
lives of all those who came in contact with him
and brought unheralded success to the Self-
reliance.

Mr. Mycyk was born in the Ukraine on April
10, 1909 and made his mark in his homeland
as a scholar, achieving a Masters Degree in
economics from the University of the Ukraine.

He was very active on behalf of Ukrainian
independence from the Soviet Union. His be-
lief in freedom for his people and his country
led to his imprisonment for 7 long years.

Throughout his life, Roman Mycyk has
worked with a number of Ukrainian community
groups to enable immigrants to assimilate into
American society. His work was proven invalu-
able in integrating thousands of Ukrainian im-
migrants into our Nation’s political and eco-
nomic life.

I take this time today, so that the memory
of Roman Mycyk will be commemorated on
March 31, 1996. I would also like to pay my
respects to Mr. Mycyk’s family, in particular his
daughter Christine and son Roman Jr.
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SENATE AMENDMENTS TO H.R.
1833, PARTIAL-BIRTH ABORTION
BAN ACT

SPEECH OF

HON. BART STUPAK
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, March 27, 1996

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
express my support of the Senate amend-
ments to H.R. 1833, legislation to ban partial-
birth abortions.

I would like to share with my colleagues
some highly cogent articles on the highly emo-
tional issue of partial-birth abortions. I believe
Dennis Byrne of the Chicago Sun-Times;
George Will, writing for Newsweek magazine;
and, John Leo, in U.S. News and World Re-
port, convey some very important views that
we should take into consideration as we de-
bate and deliberate this legislation.

[From the Chicago Sun-Times, Dec. 12, 1995]
TRUTH IN REPORTING? GIMME A BREAK

(By Dennis Byrne)
Hands-down winner of the sleazy, dishonest

journalism award is NBC’s ‘‘Dateline’’ for its
‘‘reporting’’ on the partial-birth abortion
ban. Not that NBC didn’t have some stiff
competition from other pro-choice media
acolytes who blindly parrot the line that
partial-birth abortions don’t hurt the kid
and are used only to save mama.

But NBC outdid all of them with a segment
broadcast before the Senate voted Thursday
to approve the ban on grisly partial-birth
abortions. In it, NBC gave the white, middle-
aged male senator who backed the bill (ap-
parently no self-respecting woman of child-
bearing age could be found to support the
bill) a fraction of the time and none of the
sympathetic treatment accorded the other
side: a tearful woman who told Congress she
had to have the procedure because of a defect
in her fetus. The grieving, sensitive couple
was even interviewed at graveside.

NBC neglected to make one critical fact
clear, though: The couple’s story had abso-
lutely nothing to do with the ban. The whole
story was irrelevant because the law would
apply only to such abortions on live fetuses.
This couple’s was dead.

Continuing the parade of horribles: ABC’s
Sam Donaldson (M.D., Ph.D., etc.) explained
Sunday that partial-birth abortions are used
only for the most serious of health reasons.
Which ignores what one doctor who performs
them, Martin Haskell, told the American
Medical Association’s newspaper, American
Medical News: ‘‘In my particular case, prob-
ably 20 percent are for genetic reasons. And
the other 80 percent are purely elective.’’

The story also speared some other pro-
choice myths, such as the idea that the fetus
is dead before the abortion begins. ‘‘No, it’s
not,’’ replied Haskell, estimating that in his
case, about two-thirds of the fetuses are
alive at the start of the procedure. Natu-
rally, pro-choice extremists attacked the
publication for supposedly misrepresenting
Haskell, but the paper stood by the report-
ing, and produced a transcript from a tape
recording.

Then comes AP reporter Diane Duston,
who, in a story Friday about President Clin-
ton promising to veto the bill, wrote without
attribution: ‘‘Late second- or third-trimester
abortions are performed to remove a se-
verely deformed or already dead fetus that
could cause the mother to die, become infer-
tile or otherwise desperately ill.’’ She ig-
nores Haskell, who himself testified that
‘‘agoraphobia’’ (fear of open places) was
among the reasons some women had sought
a second-trimester abortion. Another physi-
cian testified that three of her own patients
had gone to Haskell for abortions well be-
yond 41⁄2 months into pregnancy—and that
none were ill and all had normal fetuses. An-
other doctor who performed partial-birth
abortions, the late James McMahon, ac-
knowledged he performed at least 39 partial-
birth abortions for ‘‘depression’’ and nine for
cleft palate.

Then there is Kate (‘‘I-make-it-up-as-I go-
along’’) Michelman, president of the Na-
tional Abortion and Reproductive Rights Ac-
tion League, who said that anesthesia kills
the fetus before the abortion. That riled the
American Society of Anesthesiologists,
which said such claims have ‘‘absolutely no
basis in scientific fact.’’ It doesn’t kill the
fetus, and may not even relieve its pain.
Such false claims, the group added, endanger
pregnant women and their unborn children
because they might discourage medically
necessary surgical procedures.

Finally, the Chicago Tribune weighed in
Nov. 8 with a one-sided report of a National

Organization for Women press conference op-
posing the ban. It was a moving story of a
Naperville woman who had this procedure to
spare her deformed child the trouble of liv-
ing. But neither the Tribune nor NBC both-
ered telling the equally moving and eloquent
story of an Oak Park woman, a Democrat,
who also testified before Congress about how
she decided not to have the procedure. More
on her later.

[From the Chicago Sun-Times, Jan. 4 1996]
NEVER LET FACTS IMPEDE IDEOLOGY

(By Dennis Byrne)
Somehow the wacky idea has gotten out

that giving pregnant women anesthesia is
bad.

The American Society of Anesthesiologists
worries that women will delay necessary or
even lifesaving medical procedures because
they fear anesthesia will harm their fetuses.
Dr. David Birnbach, of the Society for Ob-
stetric Anesthesia and Perinatology, says
cases of maternal concerns about dangers to
the fetus have recently surfaced, the Amer-
ican Medical Association’s American Medi-
cal News reported. Rep. Tom Coburn (R-
Okla.), who still delivers babies, said a pa-
tient even refused epidural anesthesia during
childbirth.

Birnbach and other experts uniformly in-
sist that the fear is unfounded. Dr. Norig
Ellison, president of the American Society of
Anesthesiologists, told Congress that more
than 50,000 pergant women are safely anes-
thetized annually without ill effects to
mother or fetus.

Yet some folks are saying otherwise, in-
cluding Kate Michelman, president of the
National Abortion and Reproductive Rights
Action League. Their insistence that anes-
thesia administered during partial-birth
abortions prevents fetal pain and causes
fetal death is having an unfortunate con-
sequence: Some women are becoming afraid
that anesthesia will harm babies they’re
planning to have.

Ellison’s group has no position on the con-
troversial ban on partially-birth abortions,
in which a live, late-term fetus is partially
pulled feet first, from the womb, stabbed in
the back of the neck and its brains sucked
out. But they do feel strongly about
Michelman’s misinformation. Birnbach said
assertions that anesthesia causes fetal death
in such abortions are shocking and crazy.

Ellison branded as ‘‘entirely inaccurate’’ a
claim by an abortionist that the anesthesia
eliminates fetal pain and causes brain death
before the abortion. The fact is, he said, only
a small portion of general anesthesia crosses
the placenta to reach the fetus, depending on
the amount, and none administered region-
ally does. It is not ‘‘absolutely known,’’ he
added, that the anesthesia even reduces the
fetus’ pain. ‘‘I have not spoken with one an-
esthesiologist who agrees with [the abortion-
ist’s] conclusion, and in my judgment, it is
contrary to scientific fact. It simply must
not be allowed to stand,’’ he said.

As their evidence, pro-choicers cite a letter
from an Albuquerque physician (not an anes-
thesiologist), Lewis Koplik, who opposes the
ban. I read the letter to Ellison, who branded
its conclusions ‘‘wrong’’ and ‘‘untrue.’’ A
dose of anesthesia massive enough to kill the
fetus, as cited in the letter, places the moth-
er’s own health ‘‘in serious jeopardy,’’
Ellison said, and should require the presence
of an anesthesiologist (which is not standard
practice).

Despite all this, Michelman’s misinforma-
tion continues to be repeated as the unquali-
fied truth by, for example, Sen. Carol
Moseley-Braun (D-Chicago), syndicated col-
umnist Ellen Goodman, a USA Today edi-
torial, KMOX–AM in St. Louis and Planned
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